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Draft Environmental Assessment 

Cypress Elementary School District No. 64 

FEMA-1416-DR-IL, Project #98-0 

August 2004 

 

 

1. INTRODUCTION 
 
1.1 Project Authority 
Severe storms and flooding occurred from April 21, 2002 to May 23, 2002 in southern 
Illinois.  On June 6, 2002, the President declared the area a federal disaster.  The Federal 
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) issued a federal disaster declaration, FEMA-1416-
DR-IL.  Over seventeen million dollars ($17,000,000) in damages have been filed with 
FEMA.   
 
As a result of a tornado damaging the Cypress Elementary School, Cypress School District 
No. 64 has applied for funding under the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency 
Assistance Act (P193-288).  Funds are provided by FEMA through the Public Assistance 
Program.  Cypress School District No. 64 Public Assistance I.D. Number is 087-07013-00, 
Project Worksheet #98.   
 
On April 28, 2002, a tornado came through the town of Cypress, Illinois and blew out a wall 
in the upper story of Cypress Elementary School.  The damaged wall fell to the roof below, 
destroying the roof of the classrooms.  In addition to the structural damage caused by the 
storm, the school also received water damage from the heavy rains.  A FEMA Project 
Worksheet was prepared by the school district to assess the damage; the estimated amount 
was $1,800,680.29.   
 
The proposed project is to build a new school at another site (see Figure 1 of Appendix A).  
The Cypress School District No. 64 has purchased approximately twenty-five (25) acres of 
land.  This amount of land would meet the needs of the school (i.e., parking lots, playground, 
ball diamonds and for future expansion of the school).   
 
Currently, Cypress School District No. 64 is housing the entire school in portable classrooms 
that are being rented by the District.   
 
The President’s Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) has developed regulations for 
implementing the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).  Theses federal regulations, 
set forth in Title 40, Code of Federal regulations (CFR) Parts 1500-1508, require an 
evaluation of alternatives and a discussion of the potential environmental impacts of a 
proposed Federal action, as part of the Environmental Assessment (EA) process.  The FEMA 
regulations, which establish FEMA’s process for implementing NEOA, are set forth in 44 
CFR, Subpart 10.  This EA was prepared in accordance with FEMA’s regulations, as 
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required under NEPA.  As part of this NEPA review, the requirements of other 
environmental laws and executive orders are addressed.   
 
1.2 Project Location 
The proposed project is located in the Village of Cypress, Johnson County, Illinois at 4580 
Mt. Pisgah Road (See Figure 2 and Figure 3 of Appendix A).  Johnson County is located in 
southern Illinois, bordered on the south by Pulaski County, on the west by Union County, on 
the north by Williamson County and on the east by Pope County.  The town of Cypress is 
approximately thirty (30) miles north of Cairo, Illinois at the convergence of the Mississippi 
and Ohio Rivers, and approximately thirty (30) miles south of Marion, Illinois.  The 
proposed project location is identified on the Regional and Locator Maps which are provided 
in Figures 2 and 3 of Appendix A.   
 
1.3 Purpose and Need 
There are approximately eight hundred (800) people living in the Cypress School District No. 
64.  Cypress, Illinois is located approximately thirty (30) miles south of Marion, Illinois and 
approximately forty (40) miles north of Paducah, Kentucky.   

Currently, students are attending school in portable buildings rented by the District.  The 
purpose of this project is to provide the students with a permanent structure in which to 
attend school.  The proposed project is within the village limits of Cypress, Illinois.   
 
The objectives of the FEMA Public Assistance Program are to assist the community in 
recovering from the damage caused by natural disasters.  The purpose of the action 
alternatives presented in this EA is to research potential solutions to address the damage 
ensued during April 2002.  The proposed project would provide a new, permanent, building 
to educate the students attending Cypress Elementary School.   
 
1.4 Existing Facility 
Alternative 1 is the No Action Alternative; in this scenario, the school will continue to 
function in its current capacity.  The proposed project site in Alternative 2 (Proposed Action) 
is currently being used as farmland.  The proposed project site in Alternative 3 (Action 
Alternative) is the original school building that was damaged during the 2002 tornado.  The 
proposed project in Alternative 3 (Action Alternative) includes the demolition of the existing 
facility.  A more detailed description of demolition-related items is provided in Section 3.3.   
 
2. ALTERNATIVE ANALYSIS 
 
As a part of the EA process, as set forth in Title 40 CFR Part 1500-1508, federal regulations 
require an evaluation of alternatives and a discussion of the potential environmental impacts.  
This EA evaluates three (3) alternatives: Alternative 1 – No Action, Alternative 2 – Proposed 
School New Site (Proposed Action), and Alternative 3 – Proposed School Existing Site 
(Action Alternative).   
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2.1 Alternative 1  No Action 
Under this alternative, the proposed project would not be implemented.  Classes at Cypress 
Elementary School would continue to be held in the temporary classrooms, instead of an 
adequate long-term educational environment.  This is an expensive alternative for the school 
district, as the current buildings being used for education purposes have been obtained under 
a short-term lease agreement.  In addition to the issue of cost, the buildings were meant to be 
a temporary option and are not conducive to long-term education.   
 
2.2 Alternative 2 – New School Site (Proposed Action) 
Under the Proposed Action the proposed project would be constructed at a new site of 
approximately twenty-five (25) acres (1,089,004 square feet) (Appendix A – Figure 3).  The 
proposed project and parking will require approximately three (3) acres, leaving twenty-two 
(22) acres for ball fields and playgrounds.  The proposed project site is located north of the 
existing site within the village limits of Cypress, Illinois. (Appendix A – Figure 2 and Figure 
3).   
 
The proposed project consisting of approximately 30,000 square feet (Appendix A – Figure 
4) would be adequate to provide for long-term educational requirements for the District.  The 
proposed project includes a building comprised of classrooms, an administration area, a 
gymnasium, a kitchen and a cafeteria.  The building will be constructed with a structural 
metal frame, a brick veneer, a mixture of Concrete Masonry Units (CMU) and metal stud-
drywall interior and a standing seam metal roof.   
 
The proposed project building is irregular in shape (Appendix A - Figure 4), but will be 
approximately 300 feet in length and 120 feet in width.  The proposed project building will 
have a structural metal frame, brick veneer, and a mixture of CMU and metal stud dry-wall 
interior.  The proposed project construction would be conducted using standard equipment, 
methods and procedures.  The duration of the proposed project would be approximately 
eighteen (18) months depending upon the starting time and weather variables.   
 
2.3 Alternative 3 – Proposed School Existing Site (Action Alternative) 
Under Alternative 3 (Action Alternative) the proposed project would be constructed on the 
existing site in approximately the same location as the existing building.  The existing facility 
consists of two stories, and covers a small amount of site square footage; the current site 
consists of 100,000 square feet.  The existing facility would be demolished on site and the 
proposed project building would be constructed at the same location as a one-story building, 
as required by school code for children of this age group.  This building would require 
approximately 60,000 square feet of the site area for the building footprint and parking areas; 
only 40,000 square feet would remain for the playgrounds.     
 
A 30,000 square-foot building would provide adequate long-term educational requirements 
for the District (Appendix A – Figure 5).  The existing site is large enough for the building 
and parking but not suitable for playgrounds or ball fields.  In addition to the available square 
footage for the school design, the slope of the existing grade may also be a factor in design 
and construction.   
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The dimensions of the proposed project site in Alternative 3 (Action Alternative) are 
approximately 316 feet in length by 316 feet in width.  The proposed project construction 
would be conducted using standard equipment, methods and procedures.  The duration of the 
proposed project would be approximately twenty (20) months depending upon the starting 
time and weather variables.   
 
The proposed project in Alternative 3 (Action Alternative) is located at the existing location 
of the Cypress Elementary School.  This location is approximately 100,000 square feet in 
area, and has an approximate twenty-foot (20-foot) drop from the west to the east in 
topographic relief.   
 
3. AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES 
 
3.1 Physical Environment 
3.1.1 Geology, Seismicity and Soils 

The proposed project site for Alternative 2 is located on the north side of Cypress, Illinois 
and is bordered on the west side by Illinois Route 37, in Johnson County.  A discussion of the 
local and regional geology, seismicity and soil types is provided in the following sections.  
The proposed project will be located at approximately elevation 485.5 feet above mean sea 
level, founded by National Geodetic Vertical Datum (NGVD) 1927.   
 
Geology 
 
The proposed project is located in Johnson County, Illinois, approximately ten (10) miles 
from the Ohio River, the southern boundary of the state of Illinois.  The Mississippi 
Embayment, extending into southern Illinois, is an inland extension of the Gulf Coastal Plain.  
The embayment is a downthrown structural trough that is present between the Ozark Dome, 
to the west, and the Nashville Dome, to the east.  The trough contains younger sediments that 
form a wedge that thicken southward from Illinois, northeastern Mississippi and eastern 
Arkansas.  Within these sediments is the Cache Valley, the former channel of the Ohio River.  
These embayment sediments rest unconformably on the Paleozoic bedrock, found at a 
maximum depth of 600 feet below ground surface in southern Illinois (Kolata et al, 1981).   
 
Seismicity 
 
The New Madrid Seismic Zone is a geological feature in the region that may affect the 
proposed project location.  The New Madrid Seismic Zone is a buried fault system that trends 
northeast from New Madrid, Missouri to Cairo, Illinois; it is located approximately 30 miles 
south of the proposed project.  Large magnitude earthquakes in this seismic zone were 
reported in 1811, 1812, 1843, and 1895.  The zone is currently active, with tremors occurring 
two to three times a week; one to two earthquakes occur per year at a magnitude large 
enough to be noticed regionally by people living in the area (SIU, 2003).  Executive Order 
(EO) 12699 requires “the development and promulgation of specifications, building 
standards, design criteria, and construction practices to achieve appropriate earthquake 
resistance for new…structures.”   
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Due to its close proximity to an active seismic zone, EO 12699 standards, and thus seismic 
building codes will be applied in construction design and implementation of the proposed 
project.  The proposed project will be constructed according to the current BOCA standards 
and the structural design will incorporate the provisions for seismic stability as recommended 
by FEMA for Alternative 2 (Proposed Action) and Alternative 3 (Action Alternative).   
 
Cypress Grade school has an earthquake drill/emergency procedures plan in place in the 
event that an earthquake occurs during hours when the school is occupied by the public.  
Review of these drills is conducted on a semiannual basis with the children and staff of 
Cypress Grade School.  The current plan will be modified for Alternative 2 or 3, regarding 
exits and “safe zones’ based on the school construction and layout.   
 
Discussion of Alternatives 
 
Alternative 1 – No Action Alternative 
Under the Alternative 1 (No Action) the geology, seismicity and soils at the proposed site 
would not be affected because the proposed project would not be implemented.   
 
Alternative 2 – New School Site 
The proposed project site for Alternative 2 (Proposed Action) is located in the New Madrid 
Seismic Zone.  This alternative involves the construction of a building, so in order to ensure 
the safety of the public, EO 12699 “Seismic Safety of Federal or Federally Assisted or 
Regulated New Building Construction” will be utilized during construction.  Based upon the 
seismic zone maps provided by Building Official Code Administrators (BOCA) this site has 
an effective peak velocity related acceleration (Av) of 0.19 and an effective peak acceleration 
(AA) of 0.189.  All structural engineering will be completed based on the BOCA standards.   
 
Alternative 3 – Proposed School Existing Site 
The proposed project site for Alternative 3 (Action Alternative) is located in the New Madrid 
Seismic Zone.  This alternative involves the construction of a building, so in order to ensure 
the safety of the public, EO 12699 will be utilized during construction.  All structural 
engineering will be completed based on the BOCA standards.   
 
Soils and Farmland 
 
The Hosmer Silt Loam covers most of the proposed project area (See Appendix C, Figure 1).  
Land slopes vary across the proposed project location.  The following Hosmer Silt Loam 
classifications are present at the proposed project location:  
 
• 214B Hosmer Silt Loam, 1.5-4-percent slopes; 
• 214C2 Hosmer Silt Loam, 4-7-percent slopes, moderately eroded; 
• 214D2 Hosmer Silt Loam, 7-12-percent slopes, moderately eroded; and  
• 214E3 Hosmer Silt Loam, 12-18-percent slopes, moderately eroded. 
 
The Hosmer silt loam is a light-colored, well drained, upland soil type developed under a 
forest.  The soil generally has eroded from more than 80 inches of loess.  The upper portion 
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of Hosmer soils has high moisture-storage capacity and is permeable to water and plant roots, 
but lower zones of the Hosmer soil profile detract from root growth.  This soil group is 
strongly acidic, low in available phosphorous, and has a moderate available potassium 
content.  Slopes over approximately 7 percent are best used for hay and pasture land (USDA, 
1964).   

In addition to the Hosmer silt loam, Rock Sandstone Land (9G) is also present in the 
proposed project location (Appendix C, Figure 1).  Rock Sandstone Land commonly has 
slopes between 18 and 30 percent and they are moderately eroded.  Rock Sandstone Land 
occurs on steep areas throughout Johnson County, Illinois and is commonly a mixture of 
sand, silt, and numerous rocks, with outcrops of sandstone bedrock.  Due to the rocky nature 
of the soil type, little soil development has occurred in these areas and plant-nutrient supply 
is limited.   
 
The Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA) (P.L. 97-98, Sec. 1539-1549; 7 U.S.C. 4201, et 
seq.), which states that federal agencies must “minimize the extent to which federal programs 
contribute to the unnecessary conversion of farmland to nonagricultural uses” was considered 
on this EA. In January 22, 2004, the NCRS was contacted to determine if any prime or 
unique soils exist in the project area.  In a response dated January 29, 2004, the NCRS 
provided a location map, aerial photos and soils map to Huff Architectural Group, Inc. 
(Appendix C – Figure 1).   
 
Due to its soil composition, the Hosmer silt loam, under small slopes (214B) is classified as 
Prime Farmland.  Hosmer Silt Loam soil types 214C2 and 214D2 are on classified as 
additional farmland of statewide importance.  The areas of possible disturbance of prime 
farmland for the proposed project range in elevation from 480 feet to 495 feet above mean 
sea level, as founded by NGVD 1927.   
 
The Illinois Department of Agriculture (IDOA) examined the proposed project for its 
potential impact to agricultural land and to determine it’s compliance with the Illinois 
Farmland Preservation Act and the federal Farmland Protection Policy Act.  In a letter dated 
June 11, 2004, IDOA stated that the project complies with the Illinois Farmland Preservation 
Act, and subsequently the federal Farmland Protection Policy Act, because it is located 
within the Village of Cypress corporate boundaries.  The IDOA response and completed 
Form AD-1006 are provided in Appendix C – Figure 2.   
 
Discussion of Alternatives 
 
Alternative 1 – No Action Alternative 
Under the Alternative 1 (No Action) the geology, seismicity and soils at the proposed site 
would not be affected because the proposed project would not be implemented.   
 
Alternative 2 – New School Site 
Excavation depth at the existing site will be approximately from two (2) feet to ten (10) feet 
below grade due to the slope of the site.  The soils will be used within the site for filling and 
grading.  Stockpiling of the topsoil or fill soil will be limited during construction and all 
disturbed areas will be vegetated at completion.   

Cypress Elementary School District No. 64:  FEMA-1416-DR-IL, Project #98-0 Andrews Environmental Engineering, Inc. 
Revised Draft – Environmental Assessment  Page 6 



 

Alternative 3 – Proposed School Existing Site 
The construction of the proposed project building on the existing site is within a previously 
disturbed area and within the village limits, therefore is exempt from the FPPA.  Excavation 
depth at the existing site will be approximately from two (2) feet to ten (10) feet below grade 
due to the slope of the site.  The soils will be used within the site for filling and grading.  A 
soils investigation has not been performed for the proposed project under Action Alternative 
3 (Action Alternative); however, it is assumed a soil investigation was conducted prior to the 
construction on the existing building.  Stockpiling of the topsoil or fill soil will be limited 
during construction and all disturbed areas will be vegetated prior to completion.   
 
3.1.2 Water Resources and Water Quality 

The proposed project site is on the north side of Cypress, Illinois and is bordered on the west 
side by Illinois Route 37, in Johnson County.  The site is located approximately three (3) 
miles from the Cache River.  The site was visited on September 3, 2003 and no surface water 
was detected in the proposed area.  Stormwater runoff is received by intermediate streams 
that flow into the Cache River.   
 
Sand and gravel aquifers are present locally in southern Illinois.  Sand and gravel aquifers are 
absent from the proposed project area, and most of Johnson County, Illinois.  In accordance 
with this information, groundwater was not encountered during the soil borings.   
 
Drinking water will be provided by the local water company in the Belknap Service Area.   
 
Discussion of Alternatives  
 
Alternative 1 – No Action Alternative 
Implementation of the No Action Alternative would not affect the surface or groundwater 
resources as it does not involve construction.   

Alternative 2 – New School Site 
Alternative 2 will have little or no effect on water resources or water quality.  Mitigation 
measures that will be implemented as needed are silt fences, straw bales and seeding.  All 
disturbed areas will be vegetated before project completion.   
 
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) was contacted to determine conditions for the 
proposed project under the Clean Water Act.  In a letter dated March 3, 2004 (Appendix C - 
Figure 3), the USACE identified that the proposed project is located within the Louisville 
District, and the area ties into Dutchmen Creek to the east, which is a tributary of the Ohio 
River.  The USACE determined that no wetland or water of the United States would be 
impacted by the proposed project, and that a Department of Army, Section 404 permit is not 
required for a five-year period.   
 
The Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (IEPA) was contacted to determine what state 
requirements would apply under the Clean Water Act.  In a letter dated March 4, 2004 
(Appendix C – Figure 4), the IEPA stated they had no objections with the proposed project.  
They indicated the proposed project would require a construction site stormwater National 
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Pollutant Elimination System (NPDES) permit from the Division of Water Pollution Control, 
as it will affect more than one (1) acre of land.   
 
Alternative 3 – Proposed School Existing Site 
Alternative 3 will have little or no effect on water resources or water quality.  Mitigation 
measures that will be implemented as needed are silt fences, straw bales and seeding.  All 
disturbed areas will be vegetated after project completion.   
 
Per coordination with IEPA, a construction site activity stormwater NPDES permit will be 
required from the Division of Water Pollution Control (Appendix C, Figure 4).  A Notice of 
Intent was filed with the IEPA Division of Water Pollution Control for the proposed project 
on October 2, 2003 (Appendix C – Figure 5).   
 
3.1.3 Floodplain Management (Executive Order 11988) 

Executive Order (EO) 11988 requires federal agencies to take action to minimize occupancy 
and modification of the floodplain.  Specifically, EO 11988 prohibits federal agencies from 
funding construction in the 100-year floodplain unless there are no practicable alternatives.  
FEMA’s regulations for complying with EO11988 are promulgated in 44 CFR Part 9.  This 
project is not within the 100-year floodplain as indicated in the FIRM (Flood Insurance Rate 
Map), panel #170817-17 for Johnson County, Illinois (See Appendix A – Figure 6).   
 
Discussion of Alternatives 
 
The Proposed Action, No Action and Action Alternative will not affect the floodplain.   
 
3.1.4 Air Quality 

The Clean Air Act requires the U. S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to set National 
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for pollutants considered harmful to public health 
and the environment; the Clean Air Act established two (2) types of national air quality 
standards; primary standards set limits to protect public health, including the health of 
“sensitive” populations such as asthmatics, children and the elderly; secondary standards set 
limits to protect public welfare, including protection against visibility, damage to animals, 
crops, vegetation and buildings; current criteria pollutants are: Carbon Monoxide (CO), 
Nitrogen Dioxide (NO2), Ozone (O3), Lead (Pb), Particulate Matter (PM10) and Sulfur 
Dioxide (SO2).   
 
The IEPA was contacted to determine what state requirements would apply under the Clean 
Air Act.  In a letter dated March 4, 2004 (Appendix C – Figure 4), the IEPA stated they had 
no objections with the proposed project.   
 
Discussion of Alternatives 
 
Alternative 1 – No Action Alternative 
This Alternative would not affect air quality because no construction activities would take 
place.   
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Alternative 2 – New School Site 
Emissions from heavy equipment may temporarily increase the levels of some pollutants in 
Alternative 2 such as carbon monoxide and particulate matter; these potential increases are 
not expected to have significant impacts on the ambient air quality.   
 
Alternative 3 – Proposed School Existing Site 
This Alternative involves the demolition of the existing school building.  Asbestos sampling 
and analytical results in May 1988 indicate that asbestos containing materials (ACM) are 
present in the existing building in the form of floor coverings, pipe insulation, boiler 
insulation, and wall board.  ACM is regulated under National Emission Standards for 
Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) and may consist of friable or non-friable ACM.  
Demolition activities may cause ACM to become airborne.   
 
In addition to NESHAP standards, the Asbestos School Hazard Reauthorization Act regulates 
the removal of asbestos in schools as well as public and commercial buildings.  Under these 
regulations, an Asbestos Management Plan was prepared for the school district in March 
1989.  As specified in the Asbestos Management Plan, dated March 15, 1989, a licensed 
professional will be contracted to conduct the regulated ACM abatement and removal.  Once 
the ACM has been removed, by a licensed professional, building demolition will commence. 
 
Upon the completion of demolition activities, emissions from construction activities, i.e., 
dust and heavy equipment, may temporarily increase the levels of some pollutants in 
Alternative 2 such as carbon monoxide and particulate matter; these potential increases are 
not expected to have significant impacts on the ambient air quality.   
 
3.2 Ecological Environment 
3.2.1 Terrestrial and Aquatic Environment 

The proposed project is located in the village limits of Cypress, Illinois (Appendix A – 
Figure 8).  The Village of Cypress has been developed commercially and agriculturally.  The 
proposed site has been developed for agricultural use.   
 
The site is currently farmed annually; regional grasses are present in areas that remain 
unplanted.  The native wildlife is limited as the habitat has been altered by agricultural 
practices.  This site currently has limited value for plant and wildlife species.   
 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) was contacted in reference to an environmental 
review for the proposed project.  The USFWS had no objection with the implementation of 
the proposed project.  The initial letter was returned and stamped “No Objection” and dated 
October 6, 2003 (See Appendix C – Figure 4).  All areas within the site will be vegetated 
prior to project completion.   
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Discussion of Alternatives 
 
Alternative 1 – No Action Alternative 
The No Action Alternative would not result in an alteration to the existing resources; as such, 
impacts to terrestrial resources would not occur.   
 
Alternative 2 – New School Site 
The Proposed Action Alternative would have short- and long-term effects on the terrestrial 
system.  The proposed project is currently utilized for agricultural practices.  Construction 
activities may affect drainage in the short term.  Full implementation of the Proposed Action 
would alter the terrestrial environment in the long term as agricultural lands will be graded 
and redeveloped.   
 
Alternative 3 – Proposed School Existing Site 
The Action Alternative involves demolition of the existing facility and construction at the 
existing school location.  Construction activities may affect drainage in the short term, but 
long-term changes to the terrestrial environment are not anticipated.   
 
3.2.2 Wetlands (Executive Order 11990) 

Executive Order (EO) 11990, Protection of the Wetlands, requires federal agencies to take 
action to minimize the loss of wetlands.  The NEPA compliance process required federal 
agencies to consider direct and indirect impact to wetlands, which result in federally funded 
projects.   
 
The National Wetland Inventory for Cypress, Illinois was referenced using the Wetlands 
Mapper at the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Internet site (http://wetlandsfws.er.usgs.gov).  The 
National Wetland Inventory indicates that no wetlands are located on the project site for 
Alternative 2 (Proposed Action) or Alternative 3 (Action Alternative).  The Little Black 
Slough is a designated wetland in the area, but it is located to the southeast of Cypress, more 
than one half mile from the proposed project location (Appendix A – Figure 7).   
 
The Illinois Department of Natural Resources stated in a Consultation Agency Action Report 
response, dated June 10, 2004, that no state protected resources or state wetlands are located 
in the vicinity of the proposed project sites for the Proposed Action Alternative or the Action 
Alternative (see Appendix C – Figure 7).   
 
Discussion of Alternatives 
 
There are no wetlands in or near the project area; therefore none of the Alternatives 
considered would impact wetlands.  Compliance with EO 11990 has been met.   
 
3.2.3 Threatened and Endangered Species 

In accordance with Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973, the project area 
was evaluated for the potential occurrences of federally listed threatened and endangered 
species.  The ESA requires any federal agency that funds, authorizes or carries out an action 
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to ensure that their action is not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of any 
endangered or threatened species (including plant species) or result in the destruction or 
adverse modification of designated critical habitats (FEMA 1996).   
 
The Illinois Department of Natural Resources stated in a Consultation Agency Action Report 
response, dated June 10, 2004, that no state protected resources or state wetlands are located 
in the vicinity of the proposed project sites for the Proposed Action Alternative or the Action 
Alternative (see Appendix C – Figure 7).   
 
The USFWS has been contacted and a letter (Appendix C – Figure 6) has been returned 
stamped “No Objection.”   
 
The area is either educationally or agriculturally developed in all areas of the proposed 
alternatives.   
 
Discussion of Alternatives 
 
Alternative 1 – No Action Alternative 
The No Action Alternative would not disturb natural areas at the proposed site and thus, 
would not adversely affect threatened and endangered species.   
 
Alternative 2 – New School Site 
The proposed project area along Mount Pisgah Road/Meredith Street is previously disturbed 
from agricultural practices.  There are no expected long or short-term impacts to threatened 
or endangered species as a result of this alternative.   
 
Alternative 3 –Proposed School Existing Site 
The proposed project area at the existing school is previously disturbed from development.  
There are no expected long or short-term impacts to threatened or endangered species as a 
result of this alternative.   
 
3.3 Hazardous Materials 
The proposed project site is currently agricultural and has been farmed for many years.  A 
visual search of the site shows no visible signs of hazardous materials.  A report was 
obtained from Environmental Data Resources (EDR) to identify any potential hazards at the 
proposed project location.  The EDR report indicates that no hazards have been identified on 
the Proposed Action site.  Cypress Elementary School was identified on the orphan summary 
for the Leaking Underground Storage Tank (LUST) database.  A discussion of this 
occurrence is included in the Discussion of Alternatives.   

The IEPA was contacted to provide information on the proposed site; the have no issue with 
the proposed site (Appendix C -Figure 4).   
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Discussion of Alternatives 
 
Alternative 1 – No Action Alternative 
No impacts resulting from hazardous materials are anticipated under the No Action 
Alternative.   
 
Alternative 2 – New School Site 
The proposed project location is currently agricultural land.  Subsurface hazardous materials 
are not anticipated to be present.  This alternative, the existing school building may be 
demolished, or it may be renovated and used for community purposes, a decision has not 
been made at this time.  Should the building be demolished, licensed professionals will be 
contracted for asbestos and lead inspections, removal, and abatement, if necessary.  Any 
hazardous materials discovered, generated, or used during the implementation of the 
proposed project, or demolition of the existing school building, shall be disposed of and 
handled in accordance with applicable local, state, and federal regulations.   
 
Alternative 3 – Proposed School Existing Site 
This Alternative involves the demolition of the existing school building.  Asbestos sampling 
and analytical results in May 1988 indicate that asbestos containing materials (ACM) are 
present in the existing building in the form of floor coverings, pipe insulation, boiler 
insulation, and wall board.  ACM is regulated under National Emission Standards for 
Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) and may consist of friable or non-friable materials.  
Demolition activities may cause ACM to become airborne.   
 
In addition to NESHAP standards, the Asbestos School Hazard Reauthorization Act regulates 
the removal of asbestos in schools as well as public and commercial buildings.  Under these 
regulations, an Asbestos Management Plan was prepared for the school district in March 
1989.  As specified in the Asbestos Management Plan, dated March 15, 1989, a licensed 
professional will be contracted to conduct the regulated ACM abatement and removal.  Once 
the ACM has been removed, by a licensed professional, building demolition will commence. 
 
Based on the age of the existing school building, it is possible that lead-based paint is present 
at the facility.  Field testing should be conducted prior to demolition to identify the presence 
of lead-based paint.  Should laboratory analysis indicate that lead-based paint is present, the 
demolition materials will require special disposal at a waste facility certified to accept 
hazardous waste.   
 
An underground storage tank (UST) containing unleaded gasoline was formerly present on 
property adjacent to the Cypress Elementary School property.  Cypress Elementary School 
District was involved in the reporting and removal of the UST, since they unofficially 
acquired the alleyway for school use.  The tank was removed on June 11, 1991; soil samples 
collected after tank removal indicated that concentrations of benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, 
and xylenes (BTEX) were below reporting limits.  A Notice of Release letter was sent to the 
IEPA on June 14, 1991.   
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Although subsurface hazardous materials are not anticipated to be present, excavation 
activities could expose or otherwise affect subsurface hazardous wastes or materials.  Any 
hazardous materials discovered, generated, or used during the implementation of the 
proposed project shall be disposed of and handled by the project application in accordance 
with applicable local, state, and federal regulations.   
 
3.4 Socioeconomics 
3.4.1 Zoning and Land Use 

The proposed project site is located at the southwest corner of Illinois Route 37 and Mount 
Pisgah Road/Meredith Street in the Village of Cypress, Johnson County, Illinois.  The site is 
located within the village limits of Cypress (Appendix A – Figure 8).  The site has been used 
for agricultural purposes for many years and has been unplanted for the last two years; when 
planted in the past, the agricultural land had minimal crop production due to soil 
characteristics.  Using the proposed project site for the new school site would not change the 
current economy in the community of Cypress, and would not require additional travel for 
students and faculty to access the proposed site.   
 
There are no zoning ordinances within the Village of Cypress or Johnson County (Appendix 
C – Figure 8 and Figure 9).  The municipal boundary of the Village of Cypress is provided in 
Figure 3.   
 
Discussion of Alternatives 
 
There will be no impact to zoning or land use patterns as they pertain to the No Action 
Alternative, the Proposed Action or the Action Alternative.   
 
3.4.2 Visual Resources 

Visual resources refer to the landscape character, visual sensitivity, scenic integrity and 
landscape visibility of a geographically defined view shed.  The landscape of Cypress is 
predominantly farmland.  The view shed would not be altered by any of the proposed 
alternatives.   
 
Discussion of Alternatives 
 
Alternative 1 – No Action Alternative 
The No Action Alternative will not impact any visual resources.   
 
Alternative 2 – New School Site 
The Proposed Action site is bordered on the south and east by trees, the west by farmland and 
by a road to the north (Appendix A – Figure 8).  The proposed project would not alter the 
view shed in the area.   
 
Alternative 3 – Proposed School Existing Site 
The Action Alternative will not impact any visual resources.   
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3.4.3 Noise 

Noise, defined herein as undesirable sound, is federally regulated by the Noise Control Act of 
1972 (NCA); although the NCA give the EPA authority to prepare guidelines for acceptable 
ambient noise levels, it only charges those federal guidelines that operate noise-producing 
facilities or equipment to implement noise standards; the EPA’s guidelines, and those of 
many federal agencies, state that outdoor sound level in excess of 55 decibels (dB) are 
“normally unacceptable” for noise sensitive land uses such as residences, schools, and 
hospitals.   
 
Sensitive receptors in the proposed project areas are residents who live nearby, the school, 
and people traveling near the project site.   
 
Discussion of Alternatives 
 
Alternative 1 – No Action Alternative 
The No Action Alternative would not affect ambient noise levels in the project area.   

Alternative 2 – New School Site 
The Proposed Project would not have a long-term effect on ambient noise levels in the 
project area.  Construction equipment may temporarily increase noise levels.   
 
Alternative 3 – Proposed School Existing Site 
The Action Alternative would not have a long-term effect on ambient noise levels in the 
project area.  Construction equipment and demolition may temporarily increase noise levels.   
 
3.4.4 Public Services and Utilities 

Public services will be provided for the proposed project as they are currently for the village.  
Available utilities in the area are water and electric.   
 
Discussion of Alternatives 
 
Alternative 1 – No Action Alternative 
No impacts to public services and utilities are anticipated under the No Action Alternative.   
 
Alternative 2 – New School Site 
A sanitary sewer line will be constructed as a result of the proposed project.  The proposed 
project will contain a sprinkler system and have fire hydrants located around the building as 
required by the local fire departments.  Installation of the sanitary sewer and sprinkler system 
may cause a temporary disruption in water services to members of the Cypress community as 
well as the school and its students.   
 
Alternative 3 – Proposed School Existing Site 
Connection to the sanitary sewer and water main may cause a temporary disruption in water 
services to members of the Cypress community as well as the school and its students.   
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3.4.5 Traffic and Circulation 

The proposed site is bordered by Illinois Route 37 on the east and Mount Pisgah 
Road/Meredith Street on the north.  Access to the site would be provided by Mount Pisgah 
Road/Meredith Street at the northwest corner of the property (Appendix A – Figure 1).  
Mount Pisgah Road/Meredith Street is a two (2) lane street and maintained by the Village of 
Cypress.   
 
Discussion of Alternatives 
 
Alternative 1 – No Action Alternative 
No impacts to traffic or public transportation are anticipated under the No Action alternative.   
 
Alternative 2 – New School Site 
The Proposed Action Alternative would increase traffic on Mount Pisgah Road/Meredith 
Street at those times when school is beginning and ending.  The school crossing sign would 
need to be moved, from its current location at Illinois Route 37 and Carter Street, to the north 
at the Illinois Route 37 and Mount Pisgah Road/Meredith Street junction.  School crossing 
guards will continue to aid children in the crossing of Highway 37 at the new school crossing 
location.  The new school site is approximately five blocks from the current school location.  
The school currently operates two school buses and will continue to do so from the proposed 
site.  Children who walk to school will not need to cross Highway 37 to access the new 
school site.  Any necessary movement of traffic signals will be coordinated through Illinois 
Department of Transportation (IDOT).   
 
Alternative 3 – Proposed School Existing Site 
Short-term impacts to traffic are anticipated, as a result of construction activities, under the 
Action alternative.  No long-term impacts to traffic are anticipated for the Action Alternative.   
 
3.4.6 Environmental Justice (Executive Order 12898) 

On February 11, 1994, President Clinton signed Executive Order (EO) 12898, entitled, 
“Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and Low-Income 
Populations.”  The EO directs federal agencies, “to make achieving environmental justice 
part of its mission by identifying and addressing, as appropriate, disproportionately high and 
adverse human health or environmental effects of its programs, policies and activities on 
minority populations and low-income populations in the United States...” 
 
Ethnicity 
 
The Village of Cypress is located within Johnson County, Illinois.  U.S. Census information 
indicates that 12,878 people resided in Johnson County, Illinois in 2000.  Of this 12.878, 83.5 
percent of the population was Caucasian, 14.2 percent was African American, and the 
remaining population was of “some other race.”  The National Center for Education Statistics 
indicates that during the 2000-2001 school year, the total population under the age of 18 
consisted of 225 students.  Of these 225, 212 were Caucasian, 4 were Hispanic or Latino and 
9 were of some other ethnicity.   
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Income Levels and Education 
 
The Village of Cypress is located within Johnson County, Illinois.  U.S. Census information 
from 2000 indicates that the per capita income of Johnson County, Illinois was $17,990, and 
the median household income was $33,326.  Of the adults over 25 in 2000, 67.1 percent had 
a high school diploma or more and 11.7 percent had a Bachelor’s degree or more.   
 
None of the proposed alternatives will adversely or disproportionately impact minority 
populations.  These alternatives comply with EO 12898 regarding environmental justice.   
 
Discussion of Alternatives 
 
Alternative 1 – No Action Alternative 
The No Action Alternative would not have a disproportionately high or adverse impact on 
the minority or low-income populations of the community.   
 
Alternative 2 – New School Site 
The Proposed Action Alternative would not have a disproportionately high or adverse impact 
on the minority or low-income populations of the community.   
 
Alternative 3 –Proposed School Existing Site 
The Action Alternative would not have a disproportionately high or adverse impact on the 
minority or low-income populations of the community.   
 
3.4.7 Safety and Security 

Safety and security issues that have been considered in this analysis include the health and 
safety of local residents, the public-at-large, and the protection of personnel involved in 
construction activities.  Safety and security are not expected to be an issue in any of the 
alternatives.   
 
Executive Order (EO) 13045, Protection of Children, requires federal agencies to make it a 
high priority to identify and assess environmental health and safety risks that may 
disproportionately affect children.   
 
Discussion of Alternatives  
 
Alternative 1 – No Action Alternative 
The No Action Alternative would not adversely affect the population of the study area; since 
the No Action Alternative does not involve the employment of personnel involved in 
construction, there would be no potential risks to the personal safety of those who would 
otherwise be performing the activities.   
 
Alternative 2 – New School Site 
The Proposed Action Alternative would have short-term safety and security issues during the 
construction period.  Site security and safety is an issue that will be handled by the 
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Coordinating Contractor.  Temporary fencing will be utilized around the construction area to 
keep unauthorized personnel out of the work zone.   
 
To minimize risks to safety and human health, all construction activities would be performed 
using qualified personnel in the proper use of equipment and safety procedures.  All 
construction activities will be required to meet Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration (OSHA) standards.   
 
The proposed project site for Alternative 2 (Proposed Action) is located in the New Madrid 
Seismic Zone.  This alternative involves the construction of a building, so in order to insure 
the safety of the public, EO 12699 will be utilized during construction.  All structural 
engineering will be completed based on the BOCA standards.   
 
Alternative 3 – Proposed School Existing Site 
The Action Alternative would have short-term safety and security issues during the 
construction period.  Site security and safety is an issue that will be handled by the 
Coordinating Contractor.  This Alternative is located in a higher populated area, and 
therefore may be a higher safety risk.  Temporary fencing will be utilized around the 
construction area to keep unauthorized personnel out of the work zone.  All construction 
activities will be required to meet OSHA standards.   
 
To minimize risks to safety and human health, all construction activities would be performed 
using qualified personnel in the proper use of equipment and safety procedures.  All 
construction activities will be required to meet OSHA standards.  The existing school 
building is known to contain asbestos materials, therefore, a licensed professional will be 
contracted to conduct the regulated ACM removal work.  Once the ACM has been removed, 
by a licensed professional, building demolition will commence.  Any demolition materials 
containing hazardous materials, such as lead-based paint, will require special disposal at a 
hazardous waste facility.   
 
Once demolition is completed and construction is initiated, emissions from heavy equipment 
may temporarily increase the levels of some pollutants in Alternative 2 such as carbon 
monoxide and particulate matter; these potential increases are not expected to have 
significant impacts on the ambient air quality.   
 
The proposed project site for Alternative 3 (Action Alternative) is located in the New Madrid 
Seismic Zone.  This alternative involves the construction of a building, so in order to insure 
the safety of the public, EO 12699 will be utilized during construction.  All structural 
engineering will be completed based on the BOCA standards.   
 
3.5 Cultural Resources 
In addition to review under NEPA, consideration of impacts to cultural resources is mandated 
under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), as amended, and 
implemented by 36 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 800; requirements include 
identification of significant historic properties that may be impacted by the Proposed Action; 
Historic properties are defined as archaeological sites, standing structures and other historic 
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resources listed in or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) 
(36CFR 60.4).   
 
As defined in 36 CFR Part 800.16(d), the Area of Potential Effect (APE), “is the geographic 
area or areas within which an undertaking may directly or indirectly cause changes in the 
character or use of historic properties, if such properties exist.” 
 
In addition to identifying historic properties that may exist in the proposed project’s APE, 
FEMA must also determine, in consultation with the appropriate State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), what effect, if any; the action will have on historic properties.  Moreover, if 
the project would have an adverse effect on these properties, FEMA must consult with SHPO 
on ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate adverse effect.   
 
A Phase I Archaeological Survey has been completed for the Proposed Action site.  A letter, 
dated December 15, 2003, was received from the Illinois Historic Preservation Agency 
(IHPA) stating that no significant historic, architectural and archaeological resources are 
located within the project area (Appendix C – Figure 10).   
 
Discussion of Alternatives 
 
Alternative 1 – No Action Alternative 
The No Action Alternative would not affect cultural resources.   
 
Alternative 2 – New School Site 
The Proposed Action Alternative would not affect cultural resources.   
 
Alternative 3 – Proposed School Existing Site 
The Action Alternative would not affect cultural resources.   
 
3.5.1 Historic Architecture 

A Phase I Archaeological Survey has been completed for the Proposed Action site.  A letter, 
dated December 15, 2003, was received from the IHPA stating that no significant historic, 
architectural and archaeological resources are located within the project area (Appendix C – 
Figure 10).   
 
Discussion of Alternatives 
 
Alternative 1 – No Action Alternative 
The No Action Alternative would not affect historic architecture.   
 
Alternative 2 – New School Site 
The Proposed Action Alternative would not affect historic architecture.   
 
Alternative 3 – Proposed School Existing Site 
The Action Alternative would not affect historic architecture.   
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3.5.2 Archaeological Resources 

A Phase I Archaeological Survey has been completed for the Proposed Action site.  A letter, 
dated December 15, 2003 was received from the IHPA, stating that no significant historic, 
architectural and archaeological resources are located within the project area (Appendix C – 
Figure 10).   
 
Discussion of Alternatives 
 
Alternative 1 – No Action Alternative 
The No Action Alternative would not affect Archaeological Resources.   
 
Alternative 2 – New School Site 
The Proposed Action Alternative would not affect Archaeological Resources.   
 
Alternative 3 – Proposed School Existing Site 
The Action Alternative would not affect Archaeological Resources.   
 
3.5.3 Tribal Coordination and Religious Sites (Executive Order 13175) 

On November 6, 2000, President Clinton signed Executive Order (EO) 13175, entitled, 
“Consultation and Coordination with Indian Tribal Governments.”  The EO directs federal 
agencies, “to establish regular and meaningful consultation and collaboration with tribal 
officials in the development of Federal policies that have tribal implications, to strengthen the 
United States government-to-government relationships with Indian tribes, and to reduce the 
imposition of unfunded mandates upon Indian tribes…” 
 
A Phase I Archaeological Survey has been completed for the Proposed Action site.  A letter, 
dated December 15, 2003, was received from the Illinois Historic Preservation Agency 
(IHPA) stating that no significant historic, architectural and archaeological resources are 
located within the project area (Appendix C – Figure 10).   
 
Discussion of Alternatives 
 
Alternative 1 – No Action Alternative 
The No Action Alternative would not affect Tribal coordination or religious sites.   
 
Alternative 2 – New School Site 
The Proposed Action Alternative would not affect Tribal coordination or religious sites.   
 
Alternative 3 – Proposed School Existing Site 
The Action Alternative would not affect Tribal coordination or religious sites.   
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3.6 Summary of Affected Environment 

Environment Alternative Effects of Alternative 
Geology and Seismicity No Action No effects anticipated. 
Geology and Seismicity Proposed Action Located in New Madrid Seismic 

Zone, special building codes 
will apply. 

Geology and Seismicity Action Alternative Located in New Madrid Seismic 
Zone, special building codes 

will apply. 
Soils No Action No effects anticipated. 
Soils Proposed Action Located in corporate boundaries, 

site complies with FPPA and 
IFPA. 

Soils Action Alternative Located in corporate boundaries, 
site complies with FPPA and 

IFPA. 
Water Resources and Water 

Quality 
No Action No effects anticipated. 

Water Resources and Water 
Quality 

Proposed Action Silt fences and seeding will be 
implemented to prevent 

sediment issues, an NPDES 
permit is required. 

Water Resources and Water 
Quality 

Action Alternative Silt fences and seeding will be 
implemented to prevent 

sediment issues, an NPDES 
permit is required. 

Flood Plain Management No Action No effects anticipated. 
Flood Plain Management Proposed Action No effects anticipated. 
Flood Plain Management Action Alternative No effects anticipated. 

Air Quality No Action No effects anticipated. 
Air Quality Proposed Action Heavy equipment may 

temporarily affect air quality, no 
long-term impacts are 

anticipated. 
Air Quality Action Alternative Asbestos Containing Material 

(ACM) is present in the existing 
school building.  Prior to 
demolition of the existing 

building, a licensed professional 
must remove and dispose of 

ACM.  Heavy equipment may 
also temporarily affect air 

quality, no long-term impacts 
are anticipated. 
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Environment Alternative Effects of Alternative 
Terrestrial and Aquatic 

Environment 
No Action No effects anticipated. 

Terrestrial and Aquatic 
Environment 

Proposed Action Development will change the 
terrestrial environment and may 
change natural drainage patterns.  

Terrestrial and Aquatic 
Environment 

Action Alternative Drainage may be altered in the 
short-term, but no long-term 

effects are anticipated.   
Wetlands No Action No effects anticipated. 
Wetlands Proposed Action No effects anticipated. 
Wetlands Action Alternative No effects anticipated. 

Threatened and Endangered 
Species 

No Action No effects anticipated. 

Threatened and Endangered 
Species 

Proposed Action No effects anticipated. 

Threatened and Endangered 
Species 

Action Alternative No effects anticipated. 

Hazardous Materials No Action No effects anticipated. 
Hazardous Materials Proposed Action No hazardous wastes are 

anticipated.   
Hazardous Materials Action Alternative The existing building contains 

asbestos, and may contain lead-
based paint.  An underground 
storage tank, that contained 

unleaded gasoline, was removed 
from the property in 1991.  
BTEX concentrations were 

reported below the detection 
limit. 

Zoning and Land Use No Action No effects anticipated. 
Zoning and Land Use Proposed Action No effects anticipated. 
Zoning and Land Use Action Alternative No effects anticipated. 

Visual Resources No Action No effects anticipated. 
Visual Resources Proposed Action No effects anticipated. 
Visual Resources Action Alternative No effects anticipated. 

Noise No Action No effects anticipated. 
Noise Proposed Action Construction activities may 

temporarily increase noise 
levels.  No long-term effects are 

anticipated. 
Noise Action Alternative Demolition and construction 

activities may temporarily 
increase noise levels.  No long-

term effects are anticipated. 
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Environment Alternative Effects of Alternative 
Public Services and Utilities No Action No effects anticipated. 
Public Services and Utilities Proposed Action Temporary sewer and water 

service interruption may occur.  
Public Services and Utilities Action Alternative Temporary sewer and water 

service interruption may occur.  
Traffic and Circulation No Action No effects anticipated. 
Traffic and Circulation Proposed Action Traffic on road would increase; 

caution signal would need to be 
relocated.   

Traffic and Circulation Action Alternative No effects anticipated. 
Environmental Justice No Action No effects anticipated. 
Environmental Justice Proposed Action No effects anticipated. 
Environmental Justice Action Alternative No effects anticipated. 

Safety and Security No Action No effects anticipated. 
Safety and Security Proposed Action OSHA standards required and 

seismic zone building standards 
required.   

Safety and Security Action Alternative OSHA standards required, 
asbestos removal by a licensed 
asbestos abatement specialist, 
proper disposal of hazardous 

wastes, and seismic zone 
building standards required.   

Historic Architecture No Action No effects anticipated. 
Historic Architecture Proposed Action No effects anticipated. 
Historic Architecture Action Alternative No effects anticipated. 

Archaeological Resources No Action No effects anticipated. 
Archaeological Resources Proposed Action No effects anticipated. 
Archaeological Resources Action Alternative No effects anticipated. 
Tribal Coordination and 

Religious Sites 
No Action No effects anticipated. 

Tribal Coordination and 
Religious Sites 

Proposed Action No effects anticipated. 

Tribal Coordination and 
Religious Sites 

Action Alternative No effects anticipated. 

 
 
4. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 
 
4.1 Public Notification 
The Public was notified and invited to comment on the Proposed Action.  A Legal Notice 
was posted in the local newspaper, Vienna Times, on February 4, 2004.  Additionally, a 
public meeting was held on Thursday, August 5, 2004 to discuss the proposed action and the 
Environmental Assessment; a public notice was posted on July 29, 2004 to announce the 
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public meeting.  No comments were received from the public in print or at the school board 
meeting on August 5, 2004 (Appendix C – Figure 11, Figure 12 and Figure 13).   
 
5. MITIGATION MEASURES AND PERMITS 
 
5.1 Mitigation 
To mitigate impacts from the preferred alternative the School District would require the 
following procedures to be followed: 
 

• Provide the appropriate management practices for storm water control during the 
construction of the proposed project. A storm water pollution plan can be provided.   

 
• Traffic control.   

 
• If potential artifacts or historic materials are discovered during construction, the work 

will be suspended and the SHPO will be contacted.   
 

• Provide the appropriate management practices for asbestos removal and disposal prior 
to demolition of the existing building.   

 
• Test and dispose of hazardous wastes at the appropriate waste disposal facilities.   

 
5.2 Permits 
Local utility and/or building permits may be required.  A NPDES permit will be required for 
this site.  A Notice of Intent has been filed with the IIEPA Division of Water Pollution 
Control for the proposed project stormwater discharge.   
 
6. CONSULTANTS AND REFERENCES 
 
Federal Agency Coordination 
 
FEMA.  1984.  Flood Rate Insurance Map.   
 
Natural Resources Conservation Center (NRCS), Keith Bell, 807 North First Street, Vienna, 
Illinois 62995.   
 
Natural Resources Conservation Center (NRCS), Robert McLeese, 2118 W. Park Court, 
Champaign, Illinois 61821.   
 
U.S. Department of the Army, St. Louis District, Corp of Engineers, Keith McMullen, 1222 
Spruce Street, St. Louis, Missouri 63103-2833.   
 
U. S. Fish & Wildlife Service (USFWS), Mike Thomas, 8588 Route 148, Marion, Illinois 
62959, phone (618) 997-2012.   
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State and Local Agency Coordination 
 
Center for Archaeological Investigation Southern Illinois University – Carbondale.  Faner 
3479, MC 4527 Carbondale, Illinois 62901-4527.   
 
Holcomb Foundation Engineering Company, Inc. 393 Wood Road P.O. Box 88 Carbondale, 
Illinois 62901.   
 
Illinois Department of Agriculture, Bureau of Land and Water Resources, Steven Chard, 
State Fairgrounds, P.O. Box 19281, Springfield, Illinois 62794, phone (217) 782-6297.   
 
Illinois Department of Agriculture, Bureau of Land and Water Resources, Steve Frank, State 
Fairgrounds, P.O. Box 19281, Springfield, Illinois 62794, phone (217) 782-6297.   
 
Illinois Department of Natural Resources, Endangered Species Consultation Program, Rick 
Pietruszka, One Natural Resources Way, Springfield, Illinois 62702, phone (217) 785-5500.   
 
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (IEPA) Bureau of Air & Water, Bernard Killian, 
1021 North Grand Avenue East P.O. Box 19276 Springfield, Illinois 62794-9276, phone 
(217) 782-3397.   
 
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (IEPA) Bureau of Land, Jan Ogden, 1021 North 
Grand Avenue East P.O. Box 19276 Springfield, Illinois 62794-9276, phone (217) 782-3397.   
 
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency, Division of Water Pollution Control, Permit 
Section, Notice of Intent, P.O. Box 19276, Springfield, Illinois 62794-9276, phone (217) 
782-3397.   
 
Illinois Historic Preservation Agency (IHPA), Anne Haaker, 1 Old State Capitol Plaza, 
Springfield, Illinois 62701-1507, phone (217) 782-4836.   
 
Johnson County Commissioners, Jim Haney, P.O. Box 96, Vienna, Illinois 62995, phone 
(618) 658-3611.   
 
Shawnee Surveying & Consulting, Inc., 905 West DeYoung Street, P.O. Box 1828, Marion, 
Illinois 62959.   
 
Southern Seven Health Department, Vienna, Illinois 62995, phone (618) 658-5011.   
 
Village of Cypress, Roy West, P.O. Box 140, Cypress, Illinois 62923, phone (618) 657-2220.   
 
Publications 
 
GJ Environmental Group, Ltd.  1989.  Asbestos Management Plan for the Cypress 
Elementary School.  Prepared for Cypress School District No. 64, dated March 15, 1989.   
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Kolata, D.R., Treworgy, J.D., and Masters, J.M.  1981.  Structural Framework of the 
Mississippi Embayment of Southern Illinois.  Illinois State Geological Survey: Circular 516, 
40 p.   
 
Map Quest.  Internet site: www.mapquest.com.   
 
Southern Illinois University.  2003.  Earthquakes and the New Madrid Seismic Zone.  
Department of Geology.  Internet site: 
http://www.science.siu.edu/geology/quakes/nmadrid.html.   
 
U. S. Fish & Wildlife Service (USFWS) Wetland Maps.  Internet site: 
http://wetlandsfws.er.usgs.gov
 
U.S. Department of Agriculture.  1964.  Soil Survey: Johnson County, Illinois.  Soil Report 
82.   
 
7. CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 
 
No other projects are planned in the project vicinity or in nearby areas.  Therefore, no 
adverse cumulative impacts are anticipated to occur in conjunction with the proposed action.   
 
8. LIST OF PREPARERS 
 
Applicant Representative 
Dennis Holland 
Superintendent 
Cypress School District No. 64 
100 Lowery Street 
Cypress, Illinois 62923 
 
Client Manager 
Kenneth W. Liss, L.P.G. 
Director, Springfield Office 
Andrews Environmental Engineering, Inc. 
3535 Mayflower Boulevard  
Springfield, Illinois 62707 
 
Project Manager and Principal Investigator 
Laura L. Janczak, L.P.G. 
Hydrogeologist 
Andrews Environmental Engineering, Inc. 
3535 Mayflower Boulevard 
Springfield, Illinois 62707 
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Architect 
Stephen L. May  
Vice President/Architect 
Huff-May Architectural Group, Inc. 
302 North Granite Street 
Marion, Illinois 62959 
 
9. LIST OF DISTRIBUTION 
 
The Environmental Assessment (EA) will be available for review by the appropriate state 
agencies, as well as the public.  A copy of the EA will be sent to the following:  
 

• Dennis Holland, Cypress Elementary School District No. 64, Cypress, Illinois, 
 
• Jeanne Millin, Federal Emergency Management Agency Region V, Regional 

Environmental Officer, Chicago, Illinois, 
 

• Victor Kurz, Federal Emergency Management Agency Region V, Public Assistance 
Officer, Chicago, Illinois,  

 
• Curtis Caldwell, Illinois Department of Emergency Management, Public Assistance 

Officer, Springfield, Illinois,  
 

• Susan Weitekamp, State Board of Education, Operations Consultant , Springfield, 
Illinois,  

 
• Stephen L. May, Huff-May Architectural Group, Marion, Illinois, and 

 
• Public Availability, Cypress Elementary School, Cypress, Illinois.   

Cypress Elementary School District No. 64:  FEMA-1416-DR-IL, Project #98-0 Andrews Environmental Engineering, Inc. 
Revised Draft – Environmental Assessment  Page 26 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

APPENDICES 
 

Cypress Elementary School District No. 64   
Revised Draft – Environmental Assessment  Andrews Environmental Engineering, Inc 



 

Appendix A – Figures 
 

Figure 1 Site Plan 

Figure 2 Regional Map 

Figure 3 State Locator Map 

Figure 4 Floor Plan: Alternative 2 

Figure 5 Floor Plan: Alternative 3 

Figure 6 Flood Insurance Rate Map for Cypress, Johnson County, Illinois 

Figure 7 National Wetlands Inventory for Cypress, Illinois 

Figure 8 Cypress, Illinois Quadrangle 
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Appendix B – Acronyms 
 
LIST OF ACRONYMS 
 
APE  Area of Potential Effect 
BOCA  Building Official Code Administrators 
CEQ  Council on Environmental Quality 
CFR  Code of Federal Regulations 
CMU  Concrete Masonry Units 
EA  Environmental Assessment 
EIS  Environmental Impact Statement 
EPA  Environmental Protection Agency 
EO  Executive Order 
ESA  Endangered Species Act 
FEMA  Federal Emergency Management Agency 
FIRM  Flood Insurance Rate Map 
FONSI  Finding of No Significant Impact 
FPPA  Farmland Protection Policy Act 
IEMA  Illinois Emergency Management Agency 
IEPA  Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 
IHPA  Illinois Historic Preservation Agency 
NAAQS National Ambient Air Quality Standards 
NEPA  National Environmental Policy Act 
NESHAP National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants 
NGVD  National Geodetic Vertical Datum 
NHPA  National Historic Preservation Act 
NPDES  National Pollution Discharge Elimination System 
NRCS  Natural Resources Conservation Service 
NRHP  National Register of Historic Places 
OSHA  Occupational Safety and Health Act 
SHPO  State Historic Preservation Officer 
USFWS U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
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Appendix C – Agency Correspondence 
 

Figure 1 Natural Resources Conservation Service 

Figure 2 Illinois Department of Agriculture 

Figure 3 Department of the Army, St. Louis District, Corps of Engineers (March 3, 2004) 

Figure 4 Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 

Figure 5 IEPA/Division of Water Pollution Control Notice of Intent 

Figure 6 U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

Figure 7 Illinois Department of Natural Resources  

Figure 8 Village of Cypress 

Figure 9 Johnson County Commissioners 

Figure 10 Illinois Historic Preservation Agency 

Figure 11 Cypress School District No. 64 Board Meeting Schedule 

Figure 12 Cypress School District No. 64 Board Meeting Minutes 
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Appendix D – Public Notice 
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Appendix E – Public Comment 
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